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have shown conclusively that Brihmana was overwhelmed by
an earthquake. The human bones "were chiefly found in door-
ways, as if the people were attempting to escape; others in the
corners of the rooms; some upright, some recumbent, with
their faces down, and some crouched in a sitting posture.1
The city was certainly not destroyed by fire, as Mr, Richardson
notes that he found no remains of charcoal or burnt wood, and
that the old walls bore no traces of fire. On the contrary, he
also found the human remains crushed in the corners of the
rooms, as if the terror-stricken inhabitants, finding there houses
falling about them, had crouched in the corners and been
buried by the falling material.8 Mr. Richardson also picked
up a brick which had "entered cornerways into a skull, and
which, when taken out had a portion of the bone adhering to
it." His conclusion is the same as that of Mr. Bellasis, "that
the city was destroyed by some terrible convulsion of nature."

The local coins found in the ruins of Bambhra-ka-M
belong to the Arab governors of Mansura, from the time of
Jamhur, son of Manttir, the reputed founder of the city, down
to Umar, the contemporary of Masudi.* It was therefore in
existence during the whole of the time, or from A. D, 750 to
940, or even later.

This agrees exactly with what I have already noted, that
the city was still flourishing when visited by Masudi and Ibn
Haukal in the first half of the tenth century; and I would
therfore assign its destruction to the latter half of that century,
and not earlier than A. u. 970. It is true that Mansura is
mentioned by Abu Rihan in the beginning of the next century,
and at a still later period by Edrisi, Kazvini. and Rashid-ud*
din ; but the last three were mere compilers and their state-
ments accordingly belong to an earlier age. Abu Rih&na,
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